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Captain James Cook in Cairns 
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Captain James Cook and that famous salute: Is it a Roman Salute? 
Is it a National Socialist Salute? 
Is it a Freemason Salute? 


Adelaide Institute asks: The fascination with Adolf Hitler continues unabated —- why? 


Hitler's oratory 
An analysis of the speech patterns of Adolf Hitler, 
and how he became such a 'technically brilliant’ orator. 3 April 2010 


Maria Zijlstra: Hello! For 'Lingua Franca’, I'm talking this 
week to J.C. (Jaap) de Jong who—among other language- 
related functions—lectures in modern rhetoric as well as 
journalism at the University of Leiden in the Netherlands. 
Now, Dr de Jong was recently quoted—by the journalist Erik 
van den Berg, writing a piece analysing the speech patterns 
of Adolf Hitler—as concluding that, technically, Hitler was a 
brilliant orator. 

But how did he become so, since he's so often been 
described as somewhat shy and withdrawn? Not my idea of 
a natural speaker at all. Yet the record has it that aged 30, 
in 1919, having returned from the First World War—during 
which, despite not being a German citizen, he had fought 
for the country that he so admired—and still a member of 
the German army but then in military intelligence; he 
sprang up in public to speak at a political meeting in 
response to the proposal that the southern German region 
of Bavaria be ceded to Austria, something to which Adolf 
Hitler was greatly opposed. Right, Dr de Jong? 

JC de Jong: Yeah! And Hitler stood up and he started a talk 
for 15 minutes against this plan. And when he at last 
finished, the party leader, Anton Drexler, said, 'My God, this 
man can talk. We can use him!’ And he gave him his 
pamphlet, Mein Politisches Erwachen, and then he started 
to join the political party. Later on he tried to have many 
speeches, especially in the Bierstuben. 

Maria Zijlstra: Perhaps we _ should just explain; 
these Bierstuben are public beer-drinking halls. Big ones, 
though, not little bars on little corners in little back alleys. 
JC de Jong: Indeed, it's a big place where a thousand or 
sometimes two thousand people can drink beer and eat 
and, well these kinds of places, the important politicians of 
the day tried to visit. And I think Hitler learned it there. And 
what I found, [is] that he sometimes had speeches of one, 
one-and-a-half hours. 

Maria Zijlstra: Wow! 

JC de Jong: Yeah, very long! And imagine, mostly men 
sitting and drinking, starting at the beginning of the evening 
with some drinks but later on, more and more. And he 
started...I think this is a common misunderstanding of his 
speech...we know Hitler as a sort of a lunatic, as a shouter, 
a screamer. We have heard small parts, sound bites, of him 
shouting and screaming and making big gestures and, of 
course, this is all what he sometimes did but the strange 
fact was that, when I was watching them more and more, I 
saw that in his long speeches he started very quiet and with 
a fine line of humour or irony, and with a sympathetic voice. 
Not with the big words and big shouting rallies already. 
Maria Zijlstra: So much more personally then, appealing 
for, maybe building a relationship or a connection, with 
much more subtle tones. 

JC de Jong: Yes. I think that's right. He knew, as an 
important part of rhetoric, that making what we callJuricum 
benevolum parare—making the judges benevolent. You 
have to be sympathetic for your listeners otherwise what 
you will say, if you're not sympathetic to them, they won't 
like, they won't buy and they will stand against it. So it's 
important that you, in the first minutes of your speech, 


show yourself as a person who can have some 
understanding of the problems of the people, and show 
yourself as a person who cares about your audience and 
who knows what hard work is. He shows himself as a soldier 
of the Great War, the First World War, and as one who 
knows the sorrows of his peers. 

And if you talk about the musical part of his speeches, then 
you can say that the overture is very quiet, very slow, and 
after a long while when he played some of his themes, then 
he built up a big symphony, and at the end—in 
the peroratio there is this great climax. 

Maria Zijlstra: The crashing of the cymbals... 

JC de Jong: Yes! And there he's shouting and making big 
and unexpected gestures, and he is electrifying his 
audience. So this is sometimes called 'mesmerism'. You put 
a spell on your audience. And that's what he did. He needed 
an identification part in the beginning of his speeches, and 
when they trusted a little bit this strange man who had a 
strange voice, really, he spoke in a very special way. He 
had a rolling R that was something of his dialect, I think, 
and he pronounced it a little bit over-explicit. But, it was his 
own style, and he was capable of different things than other 
speakers, like, well, in his mellow voice and in a quiet 
space, and then one moment of thunder he raised his voice 
and made a big gesture. And people felt it, really, and they 
expected it already. 

Maria Zijlstra: So, his speaking style became very 
personalised and extremely stylised, and very recognisable 
and very strong. And yet, right at the beginning, I'm still a 
bit perplexed at how it all began because he seems to have 
emerged then from being a quiet, reserved person into just 
suddenly becoming a public persona. That's odd, isn't it? 
Perhaps he'd already been practising in private in front of 
the mirror, because there are those photographic records, I 
understand, of Hitler rehearsing in front of mirrors. 

JC de Jong: I think this is the case, really, yes. What many 
people don't know so much is that he really rehearsed, 
really a lot. And he didn't like to talk about it because, for 
an orator, it's important that the audience has the idea that 
he is a natural; that he just has to open his mouth to say 
important and beautiful words, but of course we know that 
he worked very hard on his speeches. 

Maria Zijlstra: And he used silence too, you've mentioned, 
as a kind of personal magnetism; standing sometimes for a 
whole minute, building tension and expectation, before he 
even began speaking. Was he staring at people, or was he 
looking away? 

JC de Jong: Looking away. But he did so much more than 
this because, well, he was one of the first who used really 
aeroplanes to move to different cities in a very short time to 
speak, as a pop star, as we say now, from one city to 
another in the same day. That was new. He used amplifiers 
so his voice was very strong and he could speak to 
thousands of people in one place. And he used buildings, as 
well. He made, for instance, in MUnchen he made big places 
where soldiers could march, where they could wait for the 
leader, and sometimes he came marching in through the 
crowd who were standing very still waiting for him, and 


there was lots of music used to give them already a special 
feeling. And he walked with many flags. And then the 
picture was complete when he stood before the people. 

He had small notes with him but they lay very low so it 
looked as though he spoke by heart. Only sometimes when 
the people were shouting 'Sieg Heil' or something, then you 
would see him watching his notes. And then really waited 
for one minute and he used this atmosphere, what I called 
‘mesmerising’ earlier, he knew how to use his voice and to 
use pauses to give the audience the idea that this is really a 
special meeting. This is not somebody who is just 
presenting a message or some information, but he made 
sure that everybody was convinced that he was this 
message, and he was the leader, and he could shout and 
would whisper and he could use all these different voices to 
make one big music of voice. 

Maria Zijlstra: An amazing performance and, I think 
you've pointed out that German politicians since then, and 
certainly contemporaneously as well, are very careful not to 
use any of those skills of oration; that they've kind of been 
cruelled in that country, whereas they may be used—some 
of those musical analogies that you've talked about—can be 
used by political figures elsewhere, perhaps in America, but 
certainly not in Germany, where politicians are very careful 
to make sure that they are much more reserved, much 
more still in their speaking habits. 

Jc de Jong: Yeah. Angela Merkel is an example. She is 
really reserved and quiet in her presentation and never 
shouting or something like this. She wants to make sure 
that there's nothing in her speech that reminds us of Hitler. 

Maria Zijlstra: Are there public figures elsewhere, though, 
that you can think of who are perhaps less careful of the 
bad example of Hitler—or, in other ways a_ successful 
example, I suppose—who lean on those kinds of rhetorical 
or oratorial skills? 


JC de Jong: Well, not in this extreme way, really, but I 
think some of the...how do you call this, these reverends on 
the television... 
Maria Zijlstra: Oh, tele-evangelism. 
JC de Jong: Yeah. They sometimes, they have this rhythm 
and this power of starting very low and slow, coming to a 
climax and making many repetitions, and after the climax 
there is another climax. They really know how to use music 
as well. Many times there is an organ or a band playing. 
Maria Zijlstra: Yes, the swelling organ in the background. 
JC de Jong: The swelling organ, yeah! So, well, it's not 
very common in Europe but I know that in America some of 
the reverends, the preachers, they use these techniques. 
And maybe in South America there are some Venezuelan 
presidents who do care to speak for many hours on the 
television—sometimes half a worker's day—to talk to their 
voters; sometimes making jokes and fun and sometimes 
screaming and shouting. But, well I'm not a specialist on all 
the speakers in the world, but Hitler was a special kind, I 
think. 
Maria Zijlstra: Dr J.C. de Jong, lecturer in modern rhetoric 
and journalism at the University of Leiden in the 
Netherlands. 

2k KK KK 
Guests: Dr J.C. (Jaap) de Jong 
Lecturer in modern rhetoric, as well as journalism, at the 
University of Leiden in the Netherlands. 
Presenter: Maria Zijlstra 
Sound Engineer: Angela Grant 
Radio National often provides links to external websites to 
complement program information. While producers have 
taken care with all selections, we can neither endorse nor 
take final responsibility for the content of those sites. 
http://www.abc.net.au/rn/linguafranca/stories/2010/28608 
24.htm#transcript 


Kevin MacDonald 


Being White in Public 
April 2, 2010 


A3P has been launched with high hopes in the future. The 
time is certainly right. There is excellent evidence that 
White people are very angry at the political system, 
especially middle class and working class Whites. These 
White people see the country being taken away from them 
politically and culturally. 
i 
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A3P member distributes literature in California 

A good example is the recent Health Care Bill where only 
20% of Whites think it will help them, while overwhelming 
majorities of non-Whites believe it will help them. Polls 
indicate that most middle class and working class Whites 
believe (correctly) that the country is ruled by an elite of 
very wealthy people who created the financial disaster and 
are now benefiting from the government's bailouts. Middle 
and working class White people are increasingly alienated 
and angry because wealth is going to non-White minorities 
at the bottom of the socio-economic ladder. 


These Whites see themselves standing in line for medical 
care with Blacks, Latinos, legal and illegal immigrants, 
and everyone else. And they realize that in general the 
taxes of people like themselves are being used to support 
services for people quite a bit unlike themselves — people 
who pay proportionately far less of the tax burden and are 
part of the coalition of minorities that is the backbone of the 
Democratic Party. 

Indeed, White anger at the current system is getting to be 
obvious to everyone. Physical threats and vandalism 
directed against lawmakers in the wake of the Health Bill's 
passage have drawn the attention of the media and the 
political class. White rage has beena theme ever since 
Obama became president, but the temperature continues to 
rise. The Tea Party protestors are widely known as almost 
entirely White, and just recently the White militia 
movement has been in the news, especially in the liberal 
media where it is being heralded as a yet another sign that 
the people who are opposed to the system are uneducated, 
violent Whites. 

The long term goal of A3P is to be seen as a viable 
alternative as the current system continues to collapse and 
as White voters become ever more alienated from the two 
major parties. Whites are already voting on the basis of 
their identity as Whites, not along the traditional social class 
lines. Around 60% of Whites are voting Republican and at 
least 90% of the Republican vote comes from Whites. 
Working class Whites are voting Republican. 


Unfortunately, there is very little hope that the Republican 
Party will advance White interests in any tangible way. The 
Republican Party has long ceased to be even remotely 
conservative. Its foreign policy wing is dominated by 
neocons whose main allegiance is to Israel. Business 
interests, many supporting high levels of non-White 
immigration, have long ago knuckled under to the multi- 
cultural zeitgeist and actively subvert White interests in 
their hiring and promotion policies. 

It’s obvious we need a third party to represent White 
interests. The major problem is to overcome the stigma 
attached to anyone who explicitly advocates White 
interests. The mainstream media portrays Whites with a 
sense of racial identity as unintelligent, psychiatrically 
impaired, and morally bankrupt — at the same time that 
they encourage Blacks, Jews, and Latinos to have a strong 
sense of their own identity. This is a completely unnatural 
state of affairs — the result of a prolonged assault on the 
legitimacy of White identity by politically and ethnically 
motivated elites that have dominated public discourse on 
issues of race and ethnicity since before World War II and 
especially since the 1960s. 

The A3P rejects labels such as “White supremacist” or 
“racist” that are routinely bestowed on assertions of white 
identity and interests as a means of muzzling their 
expression. Non-Western peoples throughout the world 
continue to seek political power, and they attempt to control 
their borders, establish their own cultures and defend their 
perceived interests. Having a sense of racial and ethnic 
identity should be seen as absolutely normal. 

But it won’t be easy. The cultural elites who dominate the 
United States will strenuously resist any change in the 
status quo. And the reality is that the vast majority of 
Whites have internalized the view that there is something 
deeply immoral about White people having a White identity 
and White interests. The hardest thing in the world for the 
vast majority of Whites would be to come out as openly and 
proudly White. Think to yourself how hard it would be to 
talk about it with your neighbors or the people you work 
with. 

Because I have a very publicly visible job as a professor 
working in a bastion of the anti-White culture, I have had to 
put up with a lot of hostility, harassment, and ostracism. 
However, what you find out is that the more you do it, the 
easier it gets. This is the case especially if you can make 
intelligent replies in the teeth of their hostility. The 
argument for Whites having ethnic interests is a no-brainer: 
Everyone has ethnic interests. Why should Whites be the 
only people who have a moral imperative to give up political 
and cultural control? 


And since many of the professors who have been harassing 
me are Jewish, I constantly stressed the point that the 
American Jewish community is deeply committed to its own 
ethnostate in Israel. Why shouldn’t I be allowed to want an 
ethnostate for my people? And if the Jewish community is 
going to pose as a moral beacon of ethnic tolerance to the 
rest of humanity, why is Israel engaged in ethnic cleansing 
and seizing land from the Palestinians? 

So it gets easier with time, especially if you are confident in 
what you are saying. And we in the A3P have every right to 
be confident and proud of what we are saying. 

It seems to me that a short-range, inexpensive goal should 
be to organize as many people as possible in public displays 
of our ideas. Recently two A3P people manning a booth in 
San Juan Capistrano were harassed by a Latino gang. Vastly 
outnumbered, they had to withdraw. 

I notice that the first principles of the Anti-Racist Action 
Network are: 

* We go where they go: Whenever fascists are organizing 
or active in public, we’re there. We don’t believe in ignoring 
them or staying away from them. Never let the nazis have 
the street! 

* We don’t rely on the cops or courts to do our work 
for us: This doesn’t mean we never go to court. But we 
must rely on ourselves to protect ourselves and stop the 
fascists. 

These are the sort of people who successfully disrupted the 
American Renaissance conference in February of this year. 
From their point of view, this is very good strategy. White 
racial consciousness has been banned from the mainstream 
media. The ARA’s tactics are meant to ensure that White 
racial consciousness has no public face at all by intimidating 
the legitimate expression of White racial consciousness in 
public. Quite obviously, they do not hesitate to do whatever 
it takes to achieve their goals. 

We have to stand up to that. One reason I was attracted to 
A3P is that the young men who are the backbone of the 
party are willing to go into the public with their banners, 
their pamphlets and their good arguments. They are willing 
to be a public presence. 

We can certainly expect that the path ahead will not be 
easy. We can expect that our opponents will cease at 
nothing to stop us. But with greater numbers, it will be very 
difficult to shut down public demonstrations by the A3P, and 
eventually the media will be forced to cover these events if 
only because a large scale confrontation of this type is 
newsworthy. 

Being White in Public 

Kevin MacDonald 

March 30, 2010 

http://american3p.org/?p=464 


The Katyn massacre: A crime without punishment 
Wednesday, April 7, 2010 
By Jennifer Clibbon CBC News 


the first time a Russian 
anniversary. 


Seventy years after the Katyn massacre, Russia and Poland 
have made a substantial effort to redress their enmity over 
a war crime committed during the opening stages of the 
Second World War. But there's still much left to discuss, 
historians say. 

Prime Minister Vladimir Putin and his Polish counterpart, 
Donald Tusk, met in Russia on Wednesday to jointly 
commemorate the more than 20,000 Polish officers, police 
and others who were murdered by the Soviet secret police 
and buried in mass graves in the Katyn forest near 
Smolensk in 1940. 

Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin and his Polish 
counterpart Donald Tusk take part in an_ event 
commemorating the 1940 Katyn massacre on April 17, 
2010. (Reuters) 

Until 1990, when then leader Mikhail Gorbachev first 
admitted the former Politiburo's complicity, the Russians 
always blamed the Nazis for the murders. And this year was 


leader publicly marked the 


full and unqualified apology. 

Instead, he explained the massacre as an act of "revenge" 
by the Soviets for the death of Red Army soldiers in Polish 
internment camps in 1920. 


Anna Cienciala, professor emeritus at the University of 
Kansas, has spent her career chronicling the history of 
Poland during the Second World War and immediately after. 
As a 10-year-old, she fled war-torn Poland with her family. 
She recently co-edited a collection of documents from the 
Russian archives about Katyn, considered the definitive 
account of the massacre: "Katyn: A Crime Without 
Punishment." 

Cienciala spoke with CBC News producer Jennifer Clibbon 
about the significance of Putin's attendance at the 
anniversary ceremony and about why the _ discussion 
between Poland and Russia about Katyn is far from over. 
Clibbon: Why was it significant that Russian Prime 
Minster Vladimir Putin attended this 70th anniversary 
ceremony of the Katyn massacre? 

Cienciala: It's very significant. No Russian prime minister 
attended the opening ceremonies at Polish war cemeteries 
in Katyn and Mednoye in 2000. 


Anna Cienciala - University of Kansas 
I suspect he wants to get something from the Polish 
government in return, but all I know is that after the 
ceremony — at which Putin spoke with great sympathy for 
the Poles, mentioning Russian victims of Stalin as well — he 
met in Smolensk with Tusk and members of the special 
committee for difficult questions in Polish-Russian relations. 
What exactly was the Katyn massacre of 1940? It 
wasn't a single execution. 
Katyn is the name of the forest where the Polish officers 
from Kozelsk Camp were executed. 
When the execution sites of the POWs from Staroblesk and 
Ostashkov became known, and when it was known that 
7,300 prisoners in NKVD [Stalin's security police] jails in 
west Belarus and western Ukraine were also shot, the Poles 
decided to give the name of Katyn to all the massacres. 
How many Poles were executed and who comprised 
this group? 
Of the 8,442 officers held in the three special NKVD camps 
in Feb. 1940, 2,336 were regulars, 5,456 were reservists 
and 650 were retired. Many of the reservists had higher 
education. 
[There were also] 7,300 prisoners from jails that were shot 
in Ukraine and Belarus. But many POWs and jail prisoners 
are still unaccounted for. 
The one woman we know of was Janina Lewandowska, a 
private pilot with the rank of cadet or lieutenant, depending 
on the source; she was evacuated east before Soviet 
invasion of eastern Poland and captured there. 
She is known to have been first in Ostaskov, then Kozelsk 
camp (survivor memory). She is listed as shot at Katyn. 
Did Winston Churchill and Franklin Roosevelt know 
about the massacre during the war? 
Of course they knew, and they had info the Soviets had 
done it. The Germans publicized the Katyn massacre in mid- 
April 1941. 
FDR and Churchill needed the Red Army to defeat the 
Germans in Europe, while FDR counted on Soviet help in 
defeating Japan afterwards. 
The question is rather why the British and U.S. 
governments rejected requests for an international tribunal 
to investigate the Katyn massacre (the original one) and 
condemn the guilty ones, i.e. Stalin and company after the 
war. 


I think they didn't want to spoil good relations with the 
USSR before the Cold War began in 1949, or exacerbate 
them later. 

There was always something the British and U.S. 
governments wanted from Moscow that was more important 
than justice for the Poles. 


An elderly man lights candles to the victims of the 1940 
Katyn massacre in the Russian forest in 2007 - Reuters 
The famous Polish director, Andrzej Wajda, whose 
own father was killed in the Katyn massacre, 
produced a powerful film about it a few years ago. 
What did that film contribute to popular knowledge 

about the massacre? 

Wajda (whose father was in Starobelsk camp, shot in 
Kharkiv) says he made the film to tell the story to young 
Poles, who don't know the history and should know it. 

The film was very popular in Poland. It had restricted 
showings in Russia, but was to be shown today on Russian 
TV at the same time as Putin and Tusk were meeting at 
Katyn. 

You fled Poland during the war. Your father was as a 
high level official who escaped after the German and 
Soviet invasions. Might he have potentially been 
swept up in the arrests leading to the Katyn 
massacre? 

My father, Andrew M. Cienciala (1901-1973) was the 
director of the Polish Maritime Agency, a ship chartering 
agency in Gdynia. 

He was recruited into the Polish government when it was in 
South East Poland in mid-September 1939 and was 
evacuated with it to Romania when it was heard the Red 
Army was entering eastern Poland. 

He would certainly have been arrested and shot or deported 
by the Soviets as "a socially dangerous element." 

What do you recall of the invasion? You were 10 
years old. I recall a Polish army unit coming stationing 
overnight in the park attached to the house on the small 
Polish estate we were staying in central Poland. 

My father had sent my mother, sister, myself, also my 
grandmother and aunt to this place for summer holidays, 
mainly because he expected the Germans to occupy Gdynia 
in the first days of the war, as happened. 

We were briefly machined gunned in the park by a German 
fighter plane, which had spotted the Polish troops. 

I also remember artillery gunfire, heard for several days, 
from what I learned later was the biggest battle of the 
campaign, the battle of the Bzura River. 

I was considering whether to shoot a German NCO coming 
up the drive — I had a discarded Polish army rifle — but my 
uncle caught me and took away the gun. Just as well, or I 
might not be here to write all this for you. 

He came to find out whether we had any arms in the house. 
I told him "Lots and lots," thinking of the old blunderbusses 
on the walls. He came back next day with a few soldiers and 
they took everything away, include large kitchen knives. 
Read more: 

http: //www.cbc.ca/world/sto 
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James Petras 
Major Jewish American Organizations Defend Israel's Humiliation of America 


‘The Government of Israel has insulted the Vice President of the United States, and spat in the face of the President ... they 
wiped the spit off their faces and smiled politely ... as the saying goes: when you spit in the face of a weakling, he pretends 
that it is raining" — Uri Avnery Israeli Jewish journalist 13/3/2010. 


"We (Israel) possess several hundred atomic warheads and rockets ... most European capitals are targets of our air force ... 
the Palestinians should all be deported. Two years ago, only 7 or 8 per cent of Israelis were of the opinion that this would be 
the best solution, two months ago, (January 2010), it was 33 percent and now according to a Gallup poll, the figure is 44 
percent". - Martin Van Crevel Israeli, professor of military history at Hebrew University at Jerusalem and top adviser to the 


Israeli Armed Forces, March 2, 2010. 


Introduction 


April 07, 2010 " When Israel announced a major new Jews- 
only building project of 1600 homes in occupied East 
Jerusalem, it was not only "spitting in the face" of visiting 
Vice President Biden, it was demonstrating its power to 
humiliate America and Americans. Netanyahu was sending a 
message to world: Israel backed by its billionaire-financed 
Presidents of the 51 Major American Jewish Organizations, 
leads the US by the nose. The Jewish State can make an 
agreement with the White House one day and revoke it the 
next (with characteristic arrogance), US public opinion be 
damned. No sooner did the Obama Administration react to 
this most public show of impudence with Biden privately 
telling the Israeli Prime Minister that, "What you're doing 
here undermines the security of our troops who are fighting 
in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan. That endangers us and it 
endangers regional peace.", than Netanyahu openly called 
on the "American Jewish community" (the major Zionist 
organizations) to come to the defense of Israel and its claim 
on all of Jerusalem. And respond they did: turning the 
insulted victim (America) into the bully and blaming the US, 
not the Israeli government, for the "crisis" and for the 
breakdown of Israel's agreement not to expand colonial 
settlements on occupied Palestinian land. As we _ shall 
describe, the entire Zionist power configuration in the 
United States (with a few notable exceptions) defended 
Israel's effrontery and condemned any attempt by the US 
government to peacefully resolve a_ conflict, which 
threatened US lives, economic interests and prestige. This 
just confirmed world public opinion, which sees an American 
electorate willing to be humiliated by this economically 
insignificant state. 
The Bigger Issue: 

Beyond the Biden - Netanyahu Caper 
Whatever the insults and crimes of the moment, the conflict 
between Israel and the US is not about Netanyahu's hyper- 
arrogance or a new series of Jerusalem land grabs, or even 
the frothy spittle on Vice President Biden's face. It is, in 
essence, about the relation between states or, better still, 
the relation between peoples where one group (Israeli Jews 
and their powerful one percent fifth column agents in the 
US) exacts tribute and imposes wars in its own interests on 
another group (the US tax payers, soldiers, workers and 
businessmen). It arrogates power, not merely yesterday or 
today, but for the last 50 years. 

In a broader historic context, the public humiliation of Vice 
President Biden in Tel Aviv pales in comparison to the 


Israeli's cold blooded sneak attack, which killed and 
wounded over 200 American servicemen on the USS Liberty 
in June 1967. An arrogant and homicidal Israel humiliated 
the US through this attack, confident that then-President 
Lyndon Johnson would not retaliate but would even silence 
the survivors from ever telling their story to the American 
people. When Netanyahu calls on the "Jewish Communities" 
in the US he is not referring to the majority of American 
Jews. He, in fact, is addressing the Zionist power 
configuration whose strategically-placed members designed 
and promoted the Iraq war policy, which has caused the 
deaths and mutilation of thousands of US soldiers as well as 
over one million Iraqi civilians. In essence, the US soldier 
victims of the invasion of Iraq lost their lives, limbs and 
sanity for the interests of the Zionist "homeland". 
It is not merely that American Zionists defend the illegal 
construction of another Jews-only neighborhood in the 
middle of Palestinian East Jerusalem; the announcement 
was calculated to humiliate the visiting US Vice President. 
It's not just a matter of US Zionist support for Netanyahu's 
sabotage of a US peace initiative; nor is it about the 
unconditional ZPC support for Israeli crimes as they were 
being denounced by the United Nations and the peoples of 
the world. The fundamental issue is that the ZPC in the 
United States is turning our country and its people into 
defenders of Israel's sordid crimes, casting the American 
people as accomplices to ethnic cleansing and degrading our 
moral sensibilities before the whole world. 

Today and Yesterday: 

Castrating America 

Netanyahu's symbolic spitting in Biden's face was a 
calculated act of grave significance. It marked out Israel's 
‘will to power' - its willingness to publicly humiliate US 
leaders and flaunt its power over the US before the world. 
Israel exposed US impotence in the Middle East and 
beyond. This incident has world-historic consequences for 
anyone who is not blind. The US is a declining power, which 
cannot create a secure environment for its soldiers, 
corporations and citizens anywhere in the Middle East or 
beyond. No European, Asian, Latin American or Muslim 
country can look at the US and its citizens without thinking, 
"Here is a country at the feet of Israeli leaders and at the 
throat of Israel's designated ‘enemies’. It is an 
understatement to say that the US, as a nation and as a 
people, has "lost prestige". 


Israel has a long and ignoble history of sabotaging peace 
talks in favor of grabbing land. From its very foundation, Tel 
Aviv undermined peace offers through unprovoked military 
attacks. Israel, along with Britain and France, launched a 
full-scale surprise invasion of Egypt to grab the Suez Canal, 
after it had promised to consider Egyptian President 
Nasser's proposal to negotiate. In more recent times, as 
soon as Arafat agreed to formally recognize Israel as a state 
and sign a peace agreement, Jewish tanks and jets attacked 
the West Bank killing hundreds and surrounding Arafat's 
headquarters for months. At the same time it increased the 
number of the Jews-only settlements in the West Bank ten 
fold to accommodate over 500,000 fanatical paramilitary 
Jewish settlers. When the elected Hamas administration 
implemented a unilateral cease fire, Israel launched a major 
military assault, ultimately devastating Gaza and killing 
1400 mostly unarmed Palestinians. 

Israel's actions, past and present, including land grabs, 
Jews-only apartheid roads and settlements and military 
invasions of Palestinian refugee camps and towns have 
destroyed the possibility of a negotiated peace agreement, 
which would compromise the Zionists' vision of an 
ethnically-cleansed "Greater Israel". 

Given this spiteful history, it not surprising that Israel's 
current apologists claim that the current land grab to build 
more Jews-only apartment blocks in Jerusalem is "nothing 
new", that it is "part of our history", that Jews "need the 
living space" and that "three thousand years of Biblical 
history tells us that all this land is ours" (quotes from the 
Daily Alert, March 15 -17, 2010, official mouthpiece of the 
Conference of Presidents of the Major American Jewish 
Organizations). 

The humiliation of Biden was not the first time that Israel 
acted publicly to embarrass the Obama Administration. In 
his first meeting with President Obama, Prime Minister 
Netanyahu openly rejected any freeze in new settlements. 
Indeed, Israel escalated its settlement building right after 
Obama addressed the Muslim-Arab world in his 'Cairo 
Speech’. 

What is behind Netanyahu's perverse behavior and his US 
supporters’ overweening arrogance? How can the US media, 
hundreds of Congressional Representatives and all the 
leading Jewish American’ organizations, support an 
extremist racist regime, which attacked and humiliated our 
country with impunity? How can the American Zionists side 
with a foreign country over issues detrimental to basic US 
security interests and not be viewed as traitors by other 
Americans? 

In the first place, Netanyahu has the support of 80% of the 
Israeli-Jewish population as he pursues the policy of 
evicting the Palestinians and expanding exclusively Jewish 
settlements on occupied lands despite US _ President 
Obama's 'peace overtures’. Humiliating the visiting US Vice 
President on a 'peace mission’ from Obama only increased 
Netanyahu's popularity with Israelis. 

Secondly, this impudent projection of Israeli power over the 
reputed American 'superpower' appeals to the self-image of 
the far-right religious settlers whose leaders form the 
backbone of the current governing coalition (especially the 
Shas party). 

Thirdly, insulting a gentile President and Vice President 
would find approval among the supporters of Netanyahu's 
gangster Foreign Minister, Avi Lieberman and with the 
tough Eastern European Hasidic youth who routinely spit on 


elderly Christian monks and priests in their ancient 
Armenian and Greek quarters of Jerusalem. 
It might seem strange for Israelis, who face increasing 
isolation throughout the Middle East and are condemned 
throughout Europe for their brutal colonial crimes, to glorify 
their thuggish leader as he heaps contempt on their most 
important military ally and economic supporter, its elected 
leaders and its citizens. Accumulated Israeli political 
resentment against world condemnation for their war 
crimes found an emotional outlet by identifying with 
Netanyahu's antics: His relentless brutality against the 
‘Untermenschen' of Palestine and his willingness to openly 
defy the US Administration, even as Israel extracts $3 
billion dollars a year from the Americans, re-enforces their 
sense of superiority. It is clear that Netanyahu's totalitarian 
policies have a mass popular base among Israelis and his 
swaggering arrogance faithfully reflects the national psyche 
of Israel. 
Netanyahu and his ministers calculated that no matter how 
hard they squeeze the hapless US taxpayers, themselves 
caught in the a profound economic crisis, and no matter 
how often the Israelis threaten to provoke a wider regional 
war and cause more American soldier casualties, they can 
always count on the unconditional support of the Zionist 
Power Configuration in the US to promote Israel's interest. 
The entire US mass media applauded the Great Humiliator 
and even attacked the few American public figures as they 
(at least temporarily) defended American dignity against 
Israeli insults. The major Zionist leaders all rushed to 
support Israel's humiliation of the US and to denigrate its 
critics. An endless parade of US politicians, editorial writers, 
columnists, opinion-makers, "think" tankers, and TV 
commentators demonstrated their special loyalty to Israel 
against an American president who was timidly seeking a 
negotiated peace in the Middle East. 
The recent ‘conflict’ between Israel and America over peace 
in the Middle East -brought on by a crude Israeli 
provocation - exposed far more profound issues: At the 
center of power in America, there is an influential group of 
power-brokers willing to exploit and humiliate the American 
people in the service of a foreign power. In the past, 
patriots would have called them 'traitors'. 

Netanyahu's Hubris 'Rebuked' 
In response to the official Washington show of anger, 
Netanyahu issued a_ half-hearted "explanation": The 
problem was not the policy of building new settlements in 
violation of their agreement with Washington; the problem 
was the timing of the announcement. It was a regrettable 
"error" by a minor functionary in the Israeli Interior Ministry 
who made his announcement right after US Vice President 
Biden had finished groveling at Netanyahu's feet and was 
busy pressuring the Palestinian Authority collaborators to 
rejoin the 'peace' charade sponsored by Washington. 
According to the Israeli media and their US mouthpieces it 
was a public relations breakdown, not a matter of strategic 
political and military significance affecting the US in the 
Middle East. In other words: With Biden out of Israel and 
collaborator Abbas back at the 'table', any announcement 
violating the "freeze on settlements" would be merely an 
Israeli "internal policy" and a "continuation of past 
practices". 

Netanyahu Comes to Washington: 
Backhanders for Obama, Cheers from AIPAC 
Netanyahu, fresh from spitting on Vice President Biden in 
Tel Aviv, administered a series of humiliating 'back-handed' 


7 


slaps in the smiling face of President Obama, right under 
the glaring lights of the mass media in the US capital. 
Bibi Netanyahu delivered a rabble rousing speech to over 
7,000 cheering Zionists at the annual AIPAC conference in 
Washington, DC. He asserted Israel's will to construct Jews- 
only housing throughout occupied Arab East Jerusalem and 
the West Bank, repeating Israel's illegal claim that 
Jerusalem was the undivided capital of the Jewish people. 
He then demanded and secured a two-hour meeting with 
Obama, despite his arrogant insult against the US 
Administration. Adding further humiliation to the already 
weak US President, the Israel government announced 
another Jews-only housing project in Arab East Jerusalem to 
be built on confiscated Palestinian property. 

This announcement, just hours before the planned Bibi- 
Barack meeting, carried an additional threat that the White 
House charade of 'peace negotiations’ would be put off the 
table if the Americans protested this new round of illegal 
construction. Netanyahu, demonstrating his utter contempt 
for the White House and the America people, went straight 
to the Zion-colonized US Congress and secured the House 
Majority leader Pelosi's ‘unconditional support...' for Israeli 
expansion. And, as if to celebrate its victory and establish 
its own definition of 'peace', the Israeli military assassinated 
four un-armed Palestinians, two impoverished job-seekers 
and two young teenage protesters. 

Loyalty to the Israeli masters was evident when thousands 
of Zionists fanatics jumped to their feet and cheered Bibi 
Netanyahu's crude repudiation of the American efforts to 
protect its soldiers' lives by promoting a peace initiative. 
Hillary Clinton's call for a ‘peace settlement based on two 
states for two people’ was met with dead silence. The entire 
Zionist-dominated media and all the leading Jewish 
organizations backed an _ unprecedented’ series of 
humiliations directed against the elected US Administration 
and the American people. Netanyahu's demagogic display of 
Israeli power over the US Congress and the American mass 
media and his crude willingness to degrade US political 
leaders in the nation's capital mocks the very notion of the 
American people having any voice in their nation's policies 
and subordinates America's military high command over 
issues of war and peace in the Middle East. 

For Pelosi and the Zionized Congress, the thousands of 
campaign shekels from the AIPAC crowd to fund their re- 
elections are far more crucial to their careers than the lives 
and limbs of thousands of US soldiers lost to an agenda of 
Israel and its domestic Fifth Column. 

Israel's Arrogance Prejudices US Interests 
Israel's leaders not only raised their domestic prestige by 
undermining the US Administration's peace initiatives, they 
also managed to extract billions of dollars from the US 
taxpayers. The humiliation of the Obama regime derailed 
efforts by the Pentagon and the State Department to regain 
influence and credibility among the conservative Arab 
regimes, non-Arab Muslim nations and among hundred of 
millions of Muslims around the world. This humbling of the 
US Administration by a sneering Netanyahu further 
jeopardizes the work and security of American businessmen 
and officials operating in the Middle East and undermines 
relations with their Muslim and Arab counterparts. 
There will be major setbacks for the US in its efforts to gain 
support for its wars in the Middle East and South Asia and 
its propaganda campaign to discourage young Muslims from 
joining the anti-US resistance in Iraq, Afghanistan and 
Somalia. The symbolic image of Vice President wiping away 


Israeli spittle during an official visit will encourage 
thousands of young Muslims to resist US occupation, which 
they view as promoting Israel's agenda. If an economically 
insignificant Israel state can defy the superpower, why can't 
they? The logic is simple: The greater the Israeli land-grab, 
the more submissive the Obama regime, the more extended 
and profound the hostility of the Muslim people against the 
Americans, the more emboldened the armed resistance 
movements and the greater the number of dead and 
maimed American soldiers stuck in wars promoted by the 
Zionists. 

While the losses of American soldiers in the Middle East 
have never figured in Tel Aviv's policy moves, nor 
influenced the activities of its Fifth Colum in the USA, these 
losses do affect millions of American families and over 200 
million American taxpayers. Even an occasional American 
General finds the courage to point out that Israel's colonial 
dispossession of the Palestinian people has prolonged the 
war, tied up hundreds of thousands of US troops and 
undermined the capacity of the US armed forces to 
successfully operate on multiple fronts to promote US 
imperial interests. 

When the head of the US Central Command (CENTCOM), 
General Petraeus' team of senior officers, identified "Israeli 
intransigence" as "jeopardizing US standing and the lives of 
American solders in the region (Middle East)" in a briefing 
before the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff on January 
16, 2010, Petraeus met an onslaught of severe questioning 
from the ZPC. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, Admiral Mullens 
received the same rebuke from the powerful Israel-Firsters. 
This was not the first time US military and security 
considerations were subsumed to Israel's agenda. Only two 
years earlier in 2007, the ZPC denounced and successfully 
buried the annual National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) 
prepared by 16 US military and civilian intelligence 
agencies, which had concluded that Iran was not developing 
nuclear weapons and did not pose a major threat to the US, 
in favor of Israeli disinformation arguing the opposite. And 
the same ZPC has been taking the Obama regime to task 
for daring to criticize Netanyahu. 

Over 300 members of the US Congress signed an 
extraordinary letter supporting Israel against their own 
Administration, pledging their commitment to "the 
unbreakable bond that exists between [U.S.] and the State 
of Israel". Hundreds of congress men and officials joined the 
over 7,000 participants at the March 2010 AIPAC 
conference to cheer Netanyahu and witness the US 
Secretary of State Hilary Clinton hail the leader of the 
Israeli settler state - who had pledged "to continue building 
in all of Jerusalem just as it does in Tel Aviv". 

General David Petraeus, whose senior officers had 
expressed his concern about Israel's policies undermining 
US military interests to Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, Admiral Mullins, was no match for the AIPAC. The 
CENTCOM commander contacted his Israeli counterpart 
General Gabi Ashkenazi to repudiate his own criticism of 
Israeli policies and, in effect, pledge his unconditional 
support to the Jewish state even when it jeopardizes US 
troops. 

In January, General Petraeus correctly identified how Israeli 
intransigence had damaged US interests and operations in 
the Middle East, infuriated Arabs and ultimately increased 
attacks on American troops. But in March, the politically 
ambitious General hastened to retract his briefing before 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. There are few more cravenly 


8 


disloyal spectacles in US military history than _ this 
bemedaled American general prostrating himself for the 
Zionist lobby. 

And yet, for a brief moment, a few desperate anti-Zionists 
leftists, looked to General Petraeus and Admiral Mullen as 
potential allies against Israeli-Zionist control of US policy in 
the Middle East. They ignored the fact that these are the 
commanders in charge of the US invasion and occupation of 
Iraq and Afghanistan and were preparing to confront Iran. 
Petraeus’ difference with Israel was over specific policies as 
they undermined the smooth operations of the US war 
machine in the Middle East and his ‘recantation’ before the 
Israelis has certainly thrown cold water of this romantic 
fantasy of a 'nationalist' US General. 

The tradition of ‘civilian supremacy' in the US ensures that 
the military will never confront the issue of Zionist control 
over the Congress and White House. Petraeus’ briefing will 
be soon forgotten and the General's subsequent repudiation 
is an eloquent example of the grotesquely opportunistic 
nature of the American high military command. 

When civilian leaders point out how Israel's oppression of 5 
million Palestinians jeopardizes American lives and interests 
in the Middle East, the Zionist power configuration deflects 
attention from Israel and blames the US (and_ its 
‘permissive’ society) for having instigated the growing 
Islamist movement, Arab hostility and attacks. When 
American military leaders, strategists and_ intelligence 
officers assert that Israel's policy toward the Palestinians is 
a leading cause of regional conflict based on their decades 
of field expertise, the arm-chair Generals among the 
Zionists re-interpret this straightforward identification of 
Israeli policy with attacks on American interests and troops 
as "another point of view". In the meantime the ZPC rounds 
up the usual Congressional or White House Israel Firsters to 
"disown" their own military. 

Israel's narrowly conceived colonial policy, the eviction of 
massive numbers of Palestinians and the land grabs to 
construct Jews-only colonial settlements, undermines US 
authority in the Middle East among its allies. Israel's brazen 
willingness and ability to openly bash President Obama, 
thoroughly discredits the contention among liberal Zionist 
apologists like Noam Chomsky that Imperial Washington is 
"in command" of Western policy in the Middle East and is 
acting on behalf of much broader Euro-American interests. 
In a wider context, Israel's arrogance damages attempts by 
US private investors to broker oil deals for multi-national 
corporations. Arab oil countries, which see themselves as 
threatened by a regional militarist power like Israel, with its 
colonial expansion and hegemonic ambitions, are unlikely to 
cooperate with the American, especially when the 
superpower is impotent to curb Israel's worst excesses. 
Israeli Colonial Ambitions and US Strategic Interests 

For Israel and its Fifth Column backers none of the US 
strategic concerns are as important as the Jewish state's 
colonial conquests and its regional projections of power. Nor 
are the interests of the American people given much 
consideration when they come in conflict with Israeli 
expansionist colonial goals. The ZPC never considers or 
even discusses the fact that Americans have suffered major 
losses as a result of Israel's relentless pursuit of military- 
driven power in the Middle East. 

Israel's primary goal of grabbing land and dispossessing 
Palestinians goes against the post-colonial ethos of the 
American people, who experience increased hostility 
overseas. The only beneficiaries of Israel colonial expansion 


are the small but powerful 51 American Jewish Zionist 
organizations which identify with and are loyal to the Israeli 
state. 

Israel's unilateral military aggression and threats against 
neighboring countries, including Palestine, Syria, Lebanon, 
Iran and its cross-border covert assassinations, most 
recently in Dubai, are of great importance to Israeli 
militarists as Israel projects power in the Middle East. The 
self-esteem of Israel's militarized citizens is directly linked 
to their policy of aggression and assassinations without 
regard to national sovereignty. On the other hand, Israeli 
power projections have undermined the US efforts to 
diplomatically expand its own sphere of influence and 
negotiate multi-billion dollar military sales, trade and 
investment agreements in the Middle East. The fact that 
Israeli policies have jeopardized millions of jobs for 
American workers is an issue of no importance to the Jewish 
state and its affluent Israel First backers in the US. 

Israel's invasion of Lebanon forced the pro-US Harari faction 
to form a coalition with the anti-imperialist Hezbollah 
political-military movement. Israel's attempt to impose its 
will on Lebanon through its bombing campaign, torpedoed 
US diplomatic and political efforts to consolidate its 
influence with President Harari. 

Netanyahu's successful bullying of Obama and Biden simply 
reinforced the ties between the pro-Western Lebanese and 
the anti-colonial Muslim left, in the face of Washington's 
incapacity to constrain the Israeli 'wildmen' or resist the 
‘internal rot' eroding an independent American initiative: 
Better to join forces with Hezbollah, which after all fought 
Israel to a standstill in 2006. 

Israel's loyal accomplices in the US government have 
caused enormous damage to the US economy and threaten 
even greater loss of American lives, as the Israel seeks to 
direct US policy toward Iran. Under the forceful and 
aggressive direction of Israel Firsters and the powerful 
Treasury Undersecretary for Terrorism and_ Financial 
Intelligence, Stuart Levey, every major US oil and gas 
company, bank, petroleum exploration and drilling firms 
and countless other business concerns have given up 
hundreds of billion dollars in lucrative economic trade an 
investment deals in the interest of Israel, which has 
extracted over $60 billion dollars of US taxpayer money and 
handouts and aid during the last decade. 

Iran, which backed the US imperial attacks on Afghanistan 
and Iraq, provided the US military with far more strategic 
assistance than all the Israeli advisers, ‘experts' and 
contracted 'interrogators' in Baghdad and Iraqi 'Kurdistan' 
put together. Despite the US recognition of Iranian 
assistance in Iraq and Afghanistan, Iran is demonized as 
‘the enemy' by Israeli agents within the US because Tehran 
opposes Israel's ethnic cleansing of the Palestinians. Israel's 
Fifth Column churns out hundreds of articles a month 
demanding brutal economic sanctions against Iran and a 
pre-emptive military blitz aimed at destroying the Iranian 
economy and a nation of over 70 million. Every US military 
commander in the Middle East has acknowledged that an 
attack on Iran will expand the war, cut vital shipping of oil 
in the Persian Gulf plunging the world economy into 
recession, and threaten the lives of scores of thousands of 
American soldiers. They also are aware that the prospect of 
thousands of American casualties would not deter the 51 
Presidents of the Major American Jewish Organizations, the 
AIPAC-controlled US Congress members, or the likes of 
Undersecretary of Treasury Stuart Levey from promoting or 
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provoking a war with Iran. The leading Israel-First 
advocates for war with Iran are unconcerned with the 
inevitable thousands of US military casualties and the 
millions of American jobs lost, as they promote the 
expansion and supremacy of "Greater Israel" in all its 
arrogance and glory throughout the Middle East. 
Zionist Power Configuration: 

How Dare You Resist Humiliation! 
Is it any wonder that, when visiting American leaders are 
openly insulted by the racist regime of Prime Minister ‘Bibi’ 
Netanyahu, American Zionists automatically side with Israel 
and condemn those who protest in defense of American 
dignity? 
The Daily Alert, principle bulletin of the Conference of 
Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, 
provides a useful compilation of the articles, editorials and 
government documents, defending Israel against the US 
Administration's efforts to seek diplomatic solutions. From 
March 15 - 19, 2010 the Israeli-ZPC juggernaut released a 
remarkable propaganda offensive, vividly underscoring the 
immense power of the Zionist power configuration in the 
US. As soon as the White House publicly rebuked Prime 
Minister Netanyahu for insulting Vice President Biden during 
his official visit to Israel, the Zionist power configuration, 
claiming to speak for all the "Jewish communities", came 
out in defense of Israel and attacked the Obama 
Administration. A barrage of articles, editorials and press 
conferences materialized overnight, with the usual parade 
of zombie-like Congressional mouthpieces parroting the 
Zionist line and applying direct pressure on the White 
House. 
This multi-prong Zionist offensive, under Netanyahu's 
direction, was successful in persuading the White House to 
return to its characteristic belly-crawl: Clinton, Biden and 
the rest of their gang retreated, reasserting the US 
"unconditional defense of Israel", declaring the ‘non- 
existence’ of the crisis and asserting the ‘rock solid’ 
American relation with Israel. The chain of command is 
revealing: The Israeli state orders the Zionist power 
configuration into action; the mass media disseminates the 
line; Congress marches lock-step for the Zionists and the 
White House retreats. Delighted with their success, Zionist 
propagandists roll out their own polls claiming the US public 
support for Israel -- a public saturated with Israeli 
manufactured and American Zionist trumpeted propaganda. 
Clearly what such "polls" measure is the effectiveness of a 
monolithic mass media campaign. 
The propaganda tactics utilized in this blitzkrieg media 
campaign involved placing blame on the insulted victim and 
attacking "the Administration for sparking a full blown 
crisis" (Wall Street Journal, March 14, 2010). It went on to 
denounce the US Administration officials for "condemning" 
and "pushing" Israel (Washington Post, March 15 - 19, 
2010). Other publications accused President Obama of 
‘playing into the hand' of Arab extremists and "fanning the 
flames" ,(Fox News and Christian Science Monitor, March 
18, 2010). It was the US President, who had been 
"hindering the peace talks" by "encouraging Palestinian 
intransigence". Haaretz, the Israeli's liberal newspaper, 
which has published articles critical of the Israeli 
Occupation, released a series of articles, opinion pieces and 
editorials by 'experts' and ‘military strategists' accusing the 
US Administration of "orchestrating the crises" (March 14, 
2010) and called for the Israeli government not to ‘grovel’ 
by apologizing to the US Vice President (March 15). CBS 


claimed that "Obama was pushing the US-Israeli alliance to 
the brink" (March 15). And on March 17, the Boston Globe 
accused Obama of "aggravating Israel's mistake". AIPAC 
methodically contacted its usual Congressional flunkeys to 
denounce the White House for rebuking the Israeli 
government. 
By March 19, the Washington Post had published over a 
dozen diatribes calling for US acceptance of Israel's 
settlement expansion. Zionist think tanks and front groups 
with deceptive names, like the Foundation for the Defense 
of Democracies, blamed the displaced Palestinians for 
sabotaging "the peace process" by _ protesting the 
accelerated Israeli land confiscation and _ settlements 
(Scripps - Howard and Fox News, March 18, 2010). 
Predictably, the New York Times provided a slightly liberal 
gloss by calling for reconciliation and an end to the crises, 
while never mentioning the public Israeli humiliation of Vice 
President Biden or considering how Israel's latest grab of 
Palestinian neighborhoods in East Jerusalem might 
endanger US lives and interests. The Times ignored General 
Petraeus testimony before Congress and his briefing, critical 
of Israeli policy, before the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, while giving prominence to Netanyahu's "peace talks" 
(March 18, 2010). 
A few fissures have appeared in the pro-Israel monolith: 
David Axelrod, Obama's chief adviser, condemned 
Netanyahu's provocation as an "insult"; New York Times top 
columnist, Thomas Friedman, described the Israeli leaders 
as "drunken drivers"; and a leading US rabbi called for a 
building freeze in Jerusalem. These few liberal Zionist critics 
were overwhelmed by scores parroting ZPC ‘talking points': 
Bronner and Sanger of the New York Times, Walter Mead of 
American (SIC) Interest and Goldberg of the New Yorker, 
among others. 
The craven capitulation, led by Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton, was inevitable. On March 16 Secretary Clinton 
declared that, "we have an absolute commitment to Israel's 
security. We have a close unshakeable bond between the 
United States and Israel and between the American and 
Israeli people". To prove her fealty to Israeli and Zionist 
interests, Clinton became featured speaker at the APAC 
Conference, March 21 - 26, 2010, sharing the platform with 
a triumphant Bibi Netanyahu. 

Conclusion 
Israel had to openly humiliate the US as a show of its 
power. Given Israel's strategic domination of the US political 
system and the ZPC control over mass media and their 
enormous wealth, a Zionist-controlled administration, like 
Obama's, would have to capitulate. Israeli and US Zionist 
pressure forced the American leaders to subordinate their 
international image and national self-respect and accept the 
unlimited expansion of Jews-only settlements in the West 
Bank and East Jerusalem, no matter how this might 
undermine US standing in the region and jeopardize US 
troops. By 'whipping' the Obama Administration into line, 
Israel has set the stage for the launching of its top priority: 
Forcing a direct US military confrontation with Iran in 
Israel's strategic interests. It is clear that the entire ZPC will 
stand with Israel as it promotes its militarist agenda against 
Iran, regardless of the consequences to the United States. 
It has been proven beyond a doubt by the recent events, 
that the ZPC has the ultimate say with the Obama 
Administration, against the advice of top US military officials 
and against the basic interests of the American people. In 
plain English, we are a people colonized and directed by a 
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small, extremist and militarist 'ally' which operates through 
domestic proxies, who, under any other circumstance, 
would be openly denounced as traitors. 

Can the ZPC be defeated? They are the "most powerful 
lobby in Washington", to whom Presidents, Administration 
officials, Generals and Congress people must submit or risk 
having their careers ruined and being ousted from public 
office. Meanwhile, outside of the United States, the 
international community openly despises Israel as a brutal, 
racist colonial state, a war criminal and chronic violator of 
human rights and international law. The Middle East 
Quartet, made up of the United States, the European Union, 
Russia and the United Nations, has condemned Israel's plan 
to build another 1,600 homes exclusively for Jewish 
extremist settlers in Arab East Jerusalem. The Quartet 
demanded "the speedy creation of a Palestinian state and 
the end to provocative actions". But the ‘Quartet’ is 
powerless to stop Israeli plans. The Presidents of the Major 
American Jewish Organizations tell their followers that 
global "anti-Semitism" motivates the 'Quartet'. The huge 
AIPAC "Hail Israel" Conference in Washington D.C. in late 
March celebrated the triumph of unfettered Israeli 
expansionism. 

Nevertheless, some Israelis are beginning to express 
unease. After their initial euphoria over Netanyahu's slap- 


down of Biden and face-up to Clinton, there is growing fear 
of Israeli being 'weaned' away from the American treasury 
and losing their unfettered access to the US latest military 
technology. A poll published on March 19 in Yedroth 
Ahronoth, one of Israel's biggest dailies, revealed that 46% 
of their readers responded that the government should 
freeze settlement building in East Jerusalem, much to the 
chagrin of the US Israel Firsters, who might in other 
circumstances, have labeled these Jews anti-Semites. 
Fissures in the Zionist monolith are beginning to appear. 
These would deepen if and when the American public 
realizes that Israel's' dispossession of Palestinians is raising 
havoc with American lives and with American interests in a 
vital part of the world populated by 1.5 billion Muslim. As 
more issues arise, the critical choice between following the 
lead of the ZPC in pledging unconditional allegiance to Israel 
and enduring its provocations and humiliations, or standing 
up for the dignity, basic interests and integrity of America, 
will have to be made. More fissures will appear and the 
AIPAC and other members of the ZPC will be seen for what 
they are: Swaggering bullies acting on behalf of a foreign 
power. 
http://www.atlanticfreepress.com/news/1/12993--the- 


major-jewish-american-organizations-defend-israels- 
humiliation-of-america.html 


What Does Holocaust Denial Really Mean? 
by Daniel McGowan / February 17th, 2009 


In April 2007 the European Union agreed to set jail 
sentences up to three years for those who deny or trivialize 
the Holocaust.1 

More recently, in response to the remarks of Bishop Richard 
Williamson, the Pope has proclaimed that Holocaust denial 
is "intolerable and altogether unacceptable." 

But what does Holocaust denial really mean? Begin with the 
word Holocaust. The Holocaust (spelled with a capital H) 


refers to the killing of six million Jews by the Nazis during 
World War II. 2 

It is supposed to be the Germans’ "Final Solution" to the 
Jewish problem. Much of the systematic extermination was 
to have taken place in concentration camps by shooting, 
gassing, and burning alive innocent Jewish victims of the 
Third Reich. 
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People like Germar Rudolf, Ernst Ztndel, and Bishop 
Williamson who do not believe this account and who dare to 
say so in public are reviled as bigots, anti-Semites, racists, 
and worse. Their alternate historical scenarios are not 
termed simply revisionist, but are demeaned as Holocaust 
denial. Rudolf and ZUndel were shipped to Germany where 
they were tried, convicted, and sentenced to three and five 
years, respectively. Williamson may not be far behind. 
Politicians deride Holocaust revisionist papers and 
conferences as "beyond the pale of international discourse 
and acceptable behavior."3 

Non-Zionist Jews who participate in such revisionism, like 
Rabbi Dovid Weiss of the Neturei Karta, are denounced as 
"self-haters" and are shunned and spat upon. 

Even Professor Norman Finkelstein, whose parents were 
both Holocaust survivors and who wrote the book, The 
Holocaust Industry, has been branded a Holocaust denier. 
But putting aside the virile hate directed against those who 
question the veracity of the typical Holocaust narrative, 
what is it that these people believe and say at the risk of 
imprisonment and bodily harm? For most Holocaust 
revisionists or deniers if you prefer, their arguments boil 
down to three simple contentions: 

1. Hitler's "Final Solution" was intended to be ethnic 
cleansing, not extermination. 

2. There were no homicidal gas chambers used by the Third 
Reich. 

3. There were fewer than 6 million Jews killed of the 55 
million who died in WWII. 

Are these revisionist contentions so odious as to cause 
those who believe them to be reviled, beaten, and 
imprisoned? More importantly, is it possible that revisionist 
contentions are true, or even partially true, and that they 
are despised because they contradict the story of the 
Holocaust, a story which has been elevated to the level of a 
religion in hundreds of films, memorials, museums, and 
docu-dramas? 

Is_ it sacrilegious to ask, "If Hitler was intent on 
extermination, how did Elie Wiesel, his father, and two of 
his sisters survive the worst period of incarceration at 
Auschwitz?" Wiesel claims that people were thrown alive 
into burning pits, yet even the Israeli-trained guides at 
Auschwitz refute this claim. 

Is it really "beyond international discourse" to question the 
efficacy and the forensic evidence of homicidal gas 
chambers? If other myths, like making soap from 
human fat, have been dismissed as Allied war 
propaganda, why is it "unacceptable behavior" to ask if 
the gas chamber at Dachau was not reconstructed by the 
Americans because no other homicidal gas chamber could 
be found and used as evidence at the Nuremburg trials? 

For more than fifty years Jewish scholars have spent 
hundreds of millions of dollars to document each Jewish 
victim of the Nazi Holocaust. The Nazis were German, 
obsessed with paperwork and record-keeping. Yet only 3 
million names have been collected and many of them died 
of natural causes. So why is it heresy to doubt that fewer 
than 6 million Jews were murdered in the Second World 
War? 

"Holocaust Denial" might be no more eccentric or no more 
criminal than claiming the earth is flat, except that the 
Holocaust itself has been used as the sword and shield in 


the quest to build a Jewish state between the Mediterranean 
Sea and the Jordan River, where even today over half the 
population is not Jewish. 

The Holocaust narrative allows Yad Vashem, the finest 
Holocaust museum in the world, to repeat the mantra of 
"Never Forget" while it sits on Arab lands stolen from Ein 
Karem and overlooking the unmarked graves of Palestinians 
massacred by Jewish terrorists at Deir Yassin. 

It allows Elie Wiesel to boast of having worked for these 
same terrorists (as a journalist, not a fighter) while refusing 
to acknowledge, let alone apologize for, the war crimes his 
employer committed. It makes Jews the ultimate victim no 
matter how they dispossess or dehumanize or ethnically 
cleanse indigenous Palestinian people. 

The Holocaust story eliminates any comparison of Ketziot or 
Gaza to the concentration camps they indeed are. It 
memorializes the resistance of Jews in the ghettos of 
Europe while steadfastly denying any comparison with the 
resistance of Palestinians in Hebron and throughout the 
West Bank. It allows claims that this year's Hanukah 
Massacre in Gaza, with a kill ratio of 100 to one, was a 
“proportionate response" to Palestinian resistance to 
unending occupation. 

The Holocaust is used to silence critics of Israel in what the 
Jewish scholar, Marc Ellis, has called the ecumenical deal: 
you Christians look the other way while we bludgeon the 
Palestinians and build our Jewish state and we won't remind 
you that Hitler was a good Catholic, a confirmed "soldier of 
Christ," long before he was a bad Nazi. 

The Holocaust narrative of systematic, industrialized 
extermination was an important neo-conservative tool to 
drive the United States into Iraq. The same neo-con 
ideologues, like Norman Podoretz, routinely compare 
Ahmadinejad to Hitler and Nazism with Islamofascism with 
the intent of driving us into Iran. The title of the recent 
Israeli conference at Yad Vashem made this crystal clear: 
"Holocaust Denial: Paving the Way to Genocide." 
"Remember the Holocaust" will be the battle cry of the next 
great clash of good (Judeo/Christian values) and evil 
(radical Islamic aggression) and those who question it must 
be demonized if not burned at the stake. 


1. Associated Press, “EU approves criminal measures 
against Holocaust denial,”Haaretz, 19 April 2007. [<] 

2. Holocaust. Dictionary.com. The American Heritage® 
New Dictionary of Cultural Literacy, Third Edition. 
Houghton Mifflin Company, 2005. [-] 

3. Statements of Senator Hillary Clinton. [<] 
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